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melanie calandra 
Testifying for 

International Fur 
Federation  

Oppose No 

 
 
Comments:  

Mr. Speaker, Mr. Chair, and Members of the Committee, thank you for the opportunity 
to testify against the proposed ban SB 969. 

My name is Melanie Calandra and I am a Managing Director at the International Fur 
Federation. The International Fur Federation was established in 1949 and is the only 
organisation to represent the international fur industry and regulate its practices and 
trade. 

The federation promotes the business of fur, establishing certification and traceability 
programmes on welfare and the environment.  

The international Fur Federation represents 56 members associations in over 40 
countries around the world. The members encompass all parts of the fur trade including 
farmers, trappers, dressers, manufacturers, brokers, auction houses, retailers and 
designers. Each of these members have signed a strict code of conduct committing 
them to upholding the industry-relevant laws they fall under in their home countries. 

Many of you and your colleagues, have been given a great amount of 
misinformation.Fur is part of our resource based economy, with animal welfare at its 
core.  It is important to note that trapping will exist even with a fur ban. 

Trapping contributes to: 

· Protecting and monitoring endangered species 

· Reintroduction of species into their original habitats, like the American River Otter for 
example. 

· Public Safety 

· Prevention of Property Damage 

· Protection of crops and livestock 













 

225 Liberty St, 9th Floor New York, NY 10281	

 
 
The Honorable Mike Gabbard 
Chair, Senate Committee on Agriculture and Environment 
Hawaii State Capitol 
Honolulu, HI 96813 
  
  
Cc: Members of the Senate Committee on Agriculture and Environment 
  
Statement of Support of SB 969 
  
Dear Chair Gabbard:  
  
I’m writing to show our support for SB 969, which prohibits the manufacture and sale of animal 
fur products in Hawaii.  
  
There is a growing concern for animal welfare and the environment and major fashion 
companies, like us, have responded by switching to innovative materials instead of fur. The 
passage of SB 969 will help drive the demand for innovation leading to a more sustainable and 
cruelty-free future.  
  
We’re excited to support the passage of SB 969. Thank you 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
 
 
Laura Brown 
Editor-In-Chief 
InStyle  
Laura.Brown@instyle.com	
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Larry P. Meyer 
Testifying for Wisconsin 

Trappers Association 
Oppose No 

 
 
Comments:  

I am opposed to SB969.  When you vote on this bill please base your decision on 
science, knowing that good wildlife habitat produces a harvestable surplus of fur bearing 
animals which generates funds for managing our natural resources and wildlife areas 
from regulated hunting and trapping. Sale of trapping and hunting license, sale of 
registered trap lines, and sale of lots on wetland areas for trapping all generate funds for 
managing our natural recourses.  If this harvestable surplus is not taken each year, 
surplus furbearers such as raccoons, coyotes, muskrat and beaver cause damage, 
carry disease and have to be eradicated at a cost to landowners and the furbearers are 
killed, many during birthing season.  I will be the first one to tell you that these 
furbearing animals are "cute", but if we manage our furbearing animals on some 
peoples emotions, and not on science, we are doing a serious injustice to our furbearing 
animals and negate the generation of funds for managing our wildlife areas.      

 



February 7, 2021 

 

Senate Committee on Agriculture and Environment 

Hawaii State Capitol 

415 South Beretania St. 

Honolulu, HI 96813 

 

Re: Senate Bill 969 

 

Dear Chair Mike Gabbard, Vice-Chair Clarence K. Nishihara, and Committee Members:   

 

My name is Bryant White. I am representing the Association of Fish and Wildlife Agencies 

(Association). The Association is the professional association that serves as the collective voice of 

North America's state, provincial, and territorial fish and wildlife agencies on a broad spectrum of 

biodiversity and conservation issues from migratory bird conservation to invasive species 

management to engagement in international treaties and conventions. All 50 state wildlife agencies 

support regulated trapping as a necessary part of modern wildlife management and conservation. 

 

I am a professional wildlife biologist. I have overseen the wild furbearer management 

program for the Association since 2002. As a wildlife biologist, I have trapped many species for 

research and damage control, and I have extensive experience with traps and trapping having 

coordinated over 500 research projects that used trapping across 43 U.S. States.  We recently 

published much of this research in the peer reviewed scientific journal Wildlife Monographs Best 

Management Practices for Trapping Furbearers in the United States (White et al. 2020). 

 

Senate Bill 969 is being promoted as pro-animal welfare. In fact, trapping today is managed 

through science-based regulations that address animal welfare. Trapping regulations are put in 

place by state fish and wildlife agencies and implemented by biologists who care deeply about 

animals and have dedicated their lives to the conservation of wildlife.  

 

The U.S. and Canada have spent over $50 million in recent decades conducting trap 

research and promoting the best and most humane traps in existence. This effort has been effective. 

Recent trapper surveys indicate the vast majority of the animals captured by trappers in the U.S. 

are captured in traps that pass international humane trapping standards.  These are the highest 

animal welfare standards in place for the take of any wildlife species and were developed by the 

International Organization for Standardization. As a result, trapping today is done humanely. 

 

In addition, the same traps used today by fur trappers are also used by biologists for 

research and reintroductions. The reintroduction and restoration of wolf and river otter populations 

in the U.S. would not have been possible without trapping. This was only possible because traps 

usually cause minimal or no injury to captured animals. 

https://wildlife.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/full/10.1002/wmon.1057
https://wildlife.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/full/10.1002/wmon.1057
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Cathy Goeggel 
Testifying for Animal 

Rights Hawai'i 
Support No 

 
 
Comments:  

The fur industry is dying out due to peer pressure as well as the existence of covid-19 in 
multiple fur farms around the world. This is the pono thing to support. 
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Eric Kaneshiro Individual Oppose No 

 
 
Comments:  

I enjoy the outdoors, the outdoor lifestyle and hunting. I've hunted in Hawaii, the U.S. 
mainland and internationally. Hunting involves killing but it's not all about killing. I don't 
particularly enjoy killing but when I do, I bring the trophy parts home to make more 
tangible the memories of the whole experience. I don't intend to ever manufacture or 
sell fur products, but I don't believe there should be laws against it in the State of 
Hawaii. I value freedom and respecting differences amongst citizens. The way I see it, 
this bill is about telling people what they cannot do because the supporters disagree 
with the practice. Let people be free. 
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Submitted on: 1/31/2021 8:24:18 PM 
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Todd Yukutake Individual Comments No 

 
 
Comments:  

I am providing COMMENTS ONLY for SB969. 

There can be unforeseen problems with this bill that can lead to lost income for 
residents and a waste of good animal products.  For example, people grow rabbits to 
harvest for food and the skins could be sold as clothing products and ornaments.  This 
bill would outlaw the sale of the rabbit furs which would then be thrown away, wasting a 
resource. 

Please take this into consideration. 

Mahalo. 

  

Todd Yukutake 
Toddyukutake@gmail.com 
Resident of Senate District 16 
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challis Individual Oppose No 

 
 
Comments:  

I am writing to you to urge you to oppose SB 969. 

  

I am the fourth generation in my family that has worked in the fur trade. My family has 
raised mink and fox on a family farm in Idaho. I grew up working on that farm through 
my childhood and during my undergraduate at Brigham Young University. Now I work 
for one of international fur marketing companies while being an MBA candidate at Idaho 
State University. I have visited essentially every farm operation that has fur bearing 
animals involved in the US. These farms are certified, and the owners truly have a 
passion for creating beautiful furs. 

  

In my opinion, animals can be used for food and clothes humanly. The standards for 
raising fur bearing animals are some of the highest in animal agricultural that I have 
seen. 

  

Opposing parties make claims based on a narrow perspective and out of context 
information. I have seen the content those parties are paid to make. It is very misleading 
and deceitful. I would ask that you let the market vote with their dollars and not displace 
hundreds of farmers in the US. I hope to continue my career in this amazing industry 
that I love. I kindly ask you to consider opposing SB 969. 

  

Challis Hobbs 
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greg zuckerman Individual Oppose No 

 
 
Comments:  

Hello,  

I am writing to oppose SB969. 

Designers (such as myself) and consumers recognize the value of fur as a natural, 
sustainable and renewable resource. And they recognize that unlike mass-produced 
fake fur apparel and other alternatives, real fur garments are produced by hand, 
requiring the artistry and skilled handiwork of talented craftsmen. The amount of energy 
and fossil fuel required for fabrication is relatively low when compared to large, 
automated factories. The fur trade supports land-based cultures and local indigenous 
populations contributing to environmental conservation. Fake fur, on the other hand, is 
not renewable, sustainable or biodegradable, and when washed these man-made 
materials release thousands of tiny plastic lint fibers into waste water that are then 
released into oceans and rivers where they are ingested by fish, mammals and sea 
birds. 

In an era when the public is overwhelmingly aware of the environmental and social 
costs of mass- produced fast fashion we should be promoting natural, renewal, 
recyclable products that can last generations such as real fur, rather than the plastic 
materials and other synthetics such as petroleum based fake fur. This ban directly 
contradicts the many positive environmental moves Hawaii has taken in the past. 

I would also like to add, that it is morally wrong for governements to legislate what 
citizens can and cant wear. We should be allowed to decide what we want to wear, the 
government can regulate the process, But not prohibit me from wearing something.  

I urge you to vote against SB969. 

Regards, 

Greg Zuckerman 
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Angela S Billings Individual Oppose No 

 
 
Comments:  

I am writing to oppose SB969. 

Designers and consumers recognize the value of fur as a natural, sustainable and 
renewable resource. And they recognize that unlike mass-produced fake fur apparel 
and other alternatives, real fur garments are produced by hand, requiring the artistry 
and skilled handiwork of talented craftsmen. The amount of energy and fossil fuel 
required for fabrication is relatively low when compared to large, automated factories. 
The fur trade supports land-based cultures and local indigenous populations 
contributing to environmental conservation. Fake fur, on the other hand, is not 
renewable, sustainable or biodegradable, and when washed these man-made materials 
release thousands of tiny plastic lint fibers into waste water that are then released into 
oceans and rivers where they are ingested by fish, mammals and sea birds. 

In an era when the public is overwhelmingly aware of the environmental and social 
costs of mass- produced fast fashion we should be promoting natural, renewal, 
recyclable products that can last generations such as real fur, rather than the plastic 
materials and other synthetics such as petroleum based fake fur. This ban directly 
contradicts the many positive environmental moves Hawaii has taken in the past. 

I urge you to vote against SB969. 

 



SB-969 
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Nathan Beck Individual Oppose No 

 
 
Comments:  

Dear , 

I am writing to oppose SB969. 

Designers & cunsumers recognize the value of fur as a natural,sustainable and 
renewable resource & they recognize that unlike mass-production fake fur apparel & 
other alternatives, real fur garmentare produced by hand, requiring the artistry & skilled 
handwork of talented craftsmen. The amount of energy and fossil fuel required for 
fabrication is relatively low when compared to large, automatated factories. The fur 
trade supports land- based cultures & local indigenous populations contributing to 
environmental conservation or biodegradable, & when washed these man - made 
materials release thousands of tiny plastic lint fibers into waste water that are then 
released into oceans & rivers whete they are ingested by fish mammals & sea birds. 

In an era when the public is overwhelmingly aware of the environmental & social cost of 
mass- produced fast fashion we should be promoting natral natural. renewal, recyclable 
products that can last generations such as real fur, ratherthan the plastic materals & 
other synthetics such as petroleum based fake fur. This ban directly contradicts the 
many positive environment moves Hawaii has taken in the past. 

I urge you to vote against SB969 

THANK YOU Nathan Beck 
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Brian Hugo Individual Oppose No 

 
 
Comments:  

Dear Senators, 

I am writing to oppose SB969. 

Designers and consumers recognize the value of fur as a natural, sustainable and 
renewable resource. And they recognize that unlike mass-produced fake fur apparel 
and other alternatives, real fur garments are produced by hand, requiring the artistry 
and skilled handiwork of talented craftsmen. The amount of energy and fossil fuel 
required for fabrication is relatively low when compared to large, automated factories. 
The fur trade supports land-based cultures and local indigenous populations 
contributing to environmental conservation. Fake fur, on the other hand, is not 
renewable, sustainable or biodegradable, and when washed these man-made materials 
release thousands of tiny plastic lint fibers into waste water that are then released into 
oceans and rivers where they are ingested by fish, mammals and sea birds. 

In an era when the public is overwhelmingly aware of the environmental and social 
costs of mass- produced fast fashion we should be promoting natural, renewal, 
recyclable products that can last generations such as real fur, rather than the plastic 
materials and other synthetics such as petroleum based fake fur. This ban directly 
contradicts the many positive environmental moves Hawaii has taken in the past. 

  

I urge you to vote against SB969. 

  

Sincerely, 

Brian Hugo 
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Eric Wieland Individual Oppose No 

 
 
Comments:  

I am writing to oppose SB969 which would effectively ban the sale and production of a 
highly RENEWABLE and ethically sourced resource in Hawaii.  Those who have drafted 
this bill no nothing about how fur is truly harvested in a humane, ethical and renewable 
manner.  As a hunter and trapper myself, I can tell you with first-hand experience and 
knowledge that fur is a great resource.  The bill claims that it is a luxury item not a 
necessity.  However, the by-products of producing "modern" clothing is far worse for the 
environment than harvesting fur and producing it into garments.  Many people still wear 
fur and refuse to contribute to the deterioration of the environment by recklessly mass-
producing modern clothing.  Furbearers are in no short supply and this ethically sourced 
product is renewable, due to reproduction every year, without overharvesting.  There is 
a nice balance right now and banning the sale and production of fur will ultimately lead 
to the immediate overpopulation of furbearers.  When populations become too great, 
disease spreads among the furbearers and takes out the vast majority of them, 
ultimately leaving less furbearers in nature, than if they were allowed to be continued to 
be managed and ethically harvested, as they have been for many years in modern 
history.  Thank you for taking the time to hear what I have to say.   

-Eric Wieland 
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Submitted on: 2/4/2021 6:32:50 PM 
Testimony for AEN on 2/8/2021 1:00:00 PM 

Submitted By Organization 
Testifier 
Position 

Present at 
Hearing 

Daniel Burkhart Individual Oppose No 

 
 
Comments:  

I am against any laws that limit peopl from free choice to use surplus renewable 
resources. Natural fur has much less impact our enviroment than use of synthetic fur or 
fabric.  

Groups like PETA and HSUS have working for many years to spread false information 
to persuade consumers not to use fur and other natural animal products. The groups 
dont seem to care how many animals die from contact with byproducts of the fake 
things they promote the use of. 
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Noble Armstrong Individual Oppose No 

 
 
Comments:  

I am writing to oppose SB969. 

Designers and consumers recognize the value of fur as a natural, sustainable and 
renewable resource. And they recognize that unlike mass-produced fake fur apparel 
and other alternatives, real fur garments are produced by hand, requiring the artistry 
and skilled handiwork of talented craftsmen. The amount of energy and fossil fuel 
required for fabrication is relatively low when compared to large, automated factories. 
The fur trade supports land-based cultures and local indigenous populations 
contributing to environmental conservation. Fake fur, on the other hand, is not 
renewable, sustainable or biodegradable, and when washed these man-made materials 
release thousands of tiny plastic lint fibers into waste water that are then released into 
oceans and rivers where they are ingested by fish, mammals and sea birds. 

In an era when the public is overwhelmingly aware of the environmental and social 
costs of mass- produced fast fashion we should be promoting natural, renewal, 
recyclable products that can last generations such as real fur, rather than the plastic 
materials and other synthetics such as petroleum based fake fur. This ban directly 
contradicts the many positive environmental moves Hawaii has taken in the past. 

I urge you to vote down this bill.  Thank you, 

Noble Armstrong 

 





SB-969 
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jonathan scheid Individual Oppose No 

 
 
Comments:  

I am writing to oppose SB969. 

Designers and consumers recognize the value of fur as a natural, sustainable and 
renewable resource. And they recognize that unlike mass-produced fake fur apparel 
and other alternatives, real fur garments are produced by hand, requiring the artistry 
and skilled handiwork of talented craftsmen. The amount of energy and fossil fuel 
required for fabrication is relatively low when compared to large, automated factories. 
The fur trade supports land-based cultures and local indigenous populations 
contributing to environmental conservation. Fake fur, on the other hand, is not 
renewable, sustainable or biodegradable, and when washed these man-made materials 
release thousands of tiny plastic lint fibers into waste water that are then released into 
oceans and rivers where they are ingested by fish, mammals and sea birds. 

In an era when the public is overwhelmingly aware of the environmental and social 
costs of mass- produced fast fashion we should be promoting natural, renewal, 
recyclable products that can last generations such as real fur, rather than the plastic 
materials and other synthetics such as petroleum based fake fur. This ban directly 
contradicts the many positive environmental moves Hawaii has taken in the past. 

  

I urge you to vote against SB969. 

  

 





 





https://humanewatch.org/update-hsus-was-on-the-hook-for-nearly-11-million-to-settle-rico-lawsuit/
https://legaltimes.typepad.com/files/sullivan-opinion-2.pdf
https://www.wsj.com/articles/BL-LB-48057
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Kadin p Individual Oppose No 
 
 
Comments:  

I oppose SB969 because it is biased and hypocritical, for the following reasons: 

1) It claims to promote animal rights, but it only bans animal products from certain 
species and industries (dog, cat, cow, sheep and other animal hide products are still 
allowed).  This shows that the bill is really driven by industry bias rather than ethics. 

2) Sec 1 of the bill is filled with unsubstantiated claims, such as A)  environmental 
impact of fur farming- where did these numbers come from?    B) Lack of 
regulation/oversight of the fur industry- patently false.  There are extensive federal and 
state regulations on the industry. 

3) The bill makes claims of environmentalism, but these are hypocritical.  The only 
alternatives to fur clothing products are petroleum products and mass-agriculture 
products, such as cotton and hemp.  Fur has the lowest net environmental impact, lasts 
the longest and is the most sustainable clothing source available.  Taking a stand 
against fur means taking a stand for petroleum products and/or large-scale agriculture 
which destroys jungles and forests.  Is that a stand Hawaii is prepared to make? 

 



SB-969 
Submitted on: 2/6/2021 12:03:11 PM 
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Hearing 

Jane E Arnold Individual Support No 
 
 
Comments:  

I am a resident of Hawaii, and I am requesting that your committe vote YES on SB 
969.  Nowadays faux fur looks so good that there is no good reason to continue fur 
farming.  Fur farming is extremely cruel to the animals and very bad for public health. 

 





of non-human animal-free based food alternatives, the demand for non-human animal-based food 

products does not justify the cruel treatment and unnecessary killing of non-human animals. 

Eliminating the sale of non-human animal-based food products in Hawaii will foster a more humane 

environment in the State. 

     The legislature further finds that the non-human animal-based food trade poses serious human 

health and non-human animal welfare concerns.  Recent reports from non-human animal farms have 

revealed dangerous links between the industry and the further increase of antibiotic resistant diseases, 

due to heavy use of antibiotics in factory farms due to highly unsanitary conditions.  

     The legislature further finds that non-human animal-based food farming can be damaging to the 

environment and contributes to water and air pollution in multiple ways.  Factory farming often 

involves the problem of vast tonnage of manure processing, which can seep into ground water and 

other water sources.  For each kilogram of factory-farmed non-human animal-based food produced, 

one hundred ten kilograms of carbon dioxide are released into the atmosphere.  Non-human animal-

based food farming also consumes significant quantities of energy, water, and other resources; 

producing a pound of flesh food protein uses more than seven pounds the plant protein being fed to the 

non-human animals. 

     The legislature acknowledges that existing laws provide relatively little oversight of the non-human 

animal-based food industries.  Compliance with guidelines issued by the American Veterinary Medical 

Association is not mandatory, and factory farms are not monitored or inspected by any government 

agency having any authority to end obviously cruel practices. Requiring and end to the sale of factory-

farmed non-human animal-based food products would allow Hawaii consumers to choose whether to 

purchase cruelty-based or cruelty-free food products. 

     As human, non-human animal, and ecosystem health are inextricably linked, it is vital for our health, 

economy, and security that Hawaii, the United States, and countries across the globe shut down the 

cruel, risky, and unpopular non-human animal farming industry and end the non-human animal-based 

food trade by banning non-human animal-based food sales. Accordingly, the purpose of this Act is to 

prohibit the manufacture for sale, offer for sale, display for sale, sale, trade, or distribution of all non-

human animal-based food products in the State. 
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Hunter Mikuletzky Individual Oppose No 
 
 
Comments:  

Please oppose Bill SB969,  Fur is a natural renewable resource, which is a Business 
that employs a great deal of workers across the globe, from Lure and trap makers to the 
Harvesters to Fur buyers to Auction houses and then on to the buyers and fur dressers 
that make a finished garment, Unlike a Natural renewable and Biodegradable resource 
of Fur, Faux fur is made of  Petroleum and is not biodegradable. Also made by 
machines it does not employ the work force Natural Fur does.  

Please Oppose Bill SB969 
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